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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
6,667,002 to Meyer. Meyer discloses a method of molding a hinge device, the hinge device (10) 
comprising; 

a first section (12) having a post (24) extending transversely across one end thereof; a 
second section (14) having two co-axial apertures (34, 36) therein, each of the apertures having 
an internal wall (30, 32), wherein the post on the first section extends through the apertures in the 
second section to form a pivot between the first section to the second section; wherein the first 
section is integrally formed with the second section via at least one connection point (38, 40, 42, 
44) connecting the first section and the second section within the apertures, wherein rotating the 
first section relative to the second section causes the at least one connection point to break. 
However, Meyer does not specifically disclose that the at least one connection point is formed by 
a protrusion or rib extending along a sidewall of the first or second section outside the aperture(s) 
as claimed. Nor does Meyer specifically disclose that the at least one connection point in the 
form of a protrusion extends radially from the second section to the post outside of the 
aperture(s). Meyer (col. 2, lines 14-16) does disclose that the configuration and/or location of the 
connection points can be altered. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/648,92 1 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3677 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the connection points of Meyer during the molding process to be 
outside of the aperture(s), since it has been held that re-arranging parts of an invention involves 
only routine skill in the art. Furthermore, applicant has not stated in the disclosure or shown that 
the location of the connection point(s) in the form of a rib or protrusion along the sections solves 
any relevant problem or is for a particular purpose, and the connection points of Meyer operates 
equally as well. 

Response to Applicant's Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the Amendment on February 1, 2005 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. At the outset, applicant's remarks on page 2, 3 
paragraph pertaining to the rejection of applicant's claims in view of #6,667,002 to Meyer is not 
taking into account because this argument is not directed to the limitations presented in 
applicant's claims. Moreover, the assertion that "the gates must be formed with a moving part of 
the injection mold" is found to be irrelevant. Further, applicant does not provide any indication 
within the disclosure of Meyer of where this statement is found and the Examiner is unable to 
make a determination as a result. 

Next, last paragraph of page 2, applicant asserts that applicant's present invention 
eliminates a need for an expensive and unwieldy apparatus. Here, the Examiner is confused to 
the supposed link between the apparatus and the product made by the apparatus as it pertains to 
the limitations presented in claims 1-4 (no method claims or a process of making the product 
present). Once again, this statement is deemed irrelevant. 
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As to applicant's remarks that the molding gates of applicant's invention, being outside 
of the aperture of the hinge, can be formed in a much simpler and less expensive manner is not 
substantiated. The Examiner cannot found any verification of this statement within applicant's 
specification. Further, if applicant's invention is more economical and easier to manufacture over 
the prior art, applicant provides little or no proof; in contrast, Meyer (col. 1 , lines 60-62) states 
the advantage of the swivel hinge over the prior art. 

Lastly, applicant's remarks that one of ordinary skill would not be motivated to move the 
molding gates of Meyer to another location is not persuasive. Meyer (col. 2, lines 14-16) clearly 
states that although in the preferred embodiment (shown the most clearest in Figs. 3 and 4), the 
gates (38, 40, 42, 44) are formed at and within co-axial apertures (34, 36), other configurations 
of the gates are achievable. Thus, it can be envisaged that the gates (as seen in Fig. 3) may be 
extended toward and connected with the base element (12) outside of the apertures or 
conversely, the gates may be extended beyond the apertures in an opposite direction outside of 
the apertures of the swivel element (14), thus befitting an obvious change in shape well known 
within the art. More importantly, the change or modification of the gates of Meyer will not 
obstruct the normal operation of the swivel hinge of Meyer. 

Therefore, for the foregoing reasoning above, the Examiner believes applicant's claims as 
presented are unpatentable over Meyer. Consequently, claims 1-4 remain rejected over the prior 
art. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/648,92 1 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3677 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre' L. Jackson whose telephone number is (571) 272-7067. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. (10 am - 6 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy J. Swann can be reached on (571) 272-7075. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Andre L. Jackson 
Patent Examiner 
AU 3677 
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